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Executive Sunmary

Title: Ascent of the Dark Eagl e
Aut hor : Maj or Andrew J. Murray, USMC
Thesi s: Benedict Arnold was a rebel, a

patriot, a suprenely brave battlefield
commander, and CGeorge Washington’s
nost favored general. Beyond those
accol ades Arnold was “no bit actor but
a marquee perforner in establishing
the conditions that ultimtely brought
victory to the Anerican cause.”
Benedi ct Arnold was key to Anerican
success in the Revol utionary War.

Di scussion: Benedict Arnold will always be known
for his treasonous acts during the
Aneri can Revolutionary War. But he
shoul d al so be renenbered for his
significant acconplishnments during
that war. From Fort Ticonderoga to
the Battles of Saratoga, and many
poi nts in between, Benedict Arnold s
contributions to the Revol utionary
cause were notewort hy.

Concl usion: Benedict Arnold s nane wll always be
synonynous with that of traitor, but
his ultimate contribution should be
remenbered as that of “key to the
success of the American Revol ution”.
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Concl usi on:

Executive Summary

Ascent of the Dark Eagle
Maj or Andrew J. Murray, USMC

Benedi ct Arnold was a rebel, a
patriot, a suprenely brave battlefield
commander, and George WAshi ngton’s
nost favored general. Beyond those
accol ades Arnold was “no bit actor but
a marquee perforner in establishing
the conditions that ultimtely brought
victory to the Anmerican cause.”
Benedi ct Arnold was key to Anerican
success in the Revol utionary War.

Benedict Arnold will always be known
for his treasonous acts during the
Aneri can Revol utionary War. But he
shoul d al so be renenbered for his
significant acconplishnments during
that war. From Fort Ticonderoga to
the Battles of Saratoga, and many
poi nts in between, Benedict Arnold s
contributions to the Revol utionary
cause were noteworthy.

Benedict Arnold s nane will al ways be
synonynous with that of traitor, but
his ultimte contribution should be
renenbered as that of “key to the
success of the Anerican Revol ution”.
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Ascent of the Dark Eagle

The Dark Eagle cones to claimthe
W | derness. The wilderness wll yield
to the Dark Eagle but the rock will
defy him The Dark Eagle will soar
al oft to the sun. Nations wll behold
hi m and sound his praises, yet when he
soars highest his fall is nost certain.
When his wi ngs brush the sky, then the
arrow w || pierce his heart.

Nat ani s, Chief of the Abenaki Tribe
on first neeting Benedict Arnold.



For war d

| chose to entitle this paper with a reference to the
“Dark Eagl e” because | believe that title nost accurately

reflects the true nature of the enigma that was Benedi ct
Arnold. Despite the fact that this paper will claimand
support that Benedict Arnold was indeed key to Anerican
success in the Revolutionary War, this paper will not attenpt
to whitewash the darker side of Benedict Arnold s personality,
or his actions.

Benedict Arnold - a tragic hero turned traitor - was al so
endowed with tragic flaws. He was vain, he was possessed by
the trappings of fame and success, he was brash and irascible,
and he was incapable of self-exam nation. Though there were
many contributory factors to these tragic flaws, | believe
their wellspring was his father’s alcoholism As a young nman
Benedi ct watched his very successful, respected father
squander his personal wealth and the Arnold fam |y reputation.
This was too nmuch for a man of Benedict’s psychol ogi cal nakeup
to accept. It was this experience that cast the shadow over
Arnold. And so when he did finally “soar highest,” the Dark

Eagle’s fall was indeed pre-destined.



Treason at West Poi nt

As early as the spring of 1779, Mjor General Benedi ct
Arnol d enbarked on a path of treason that nearly ei ghteen
nonths |later would |l ead to his defection to the British side,
and near capture of the American Fort at West Point. Long
considered a keystone to the Anerican defense of the upper
Hudson Ri ver by both Washi ngton and Arnold, the | oss of West
Poi nt woul d have been detrinental to the Anerican
revolutionary effort. After opening correspondence with
British Major John André in May of 1779, Arnold continued to
provide information and intelligence to the British for al nost
a year and a half. At the tine this treasonous correspondence
began Arnold, by order of General Washington, was serving as
MIlitary Conmmander of the city of Philadel phia. Arnold s co-
conspirator, Mjor John André, was then serving as Adjutant
CGeneral of the British Arny and as General Sir Henry dinton’s
intelligence chief. ?

Through the early nonths of this treasonous
rel ati onship Arnold clandestinely provided both mlitary and
political intelligence. This intelligence consisted prinmarily
of information concerning troop dispositions, |ocations, and
destinations. Arnold established that he expected to be paid

handsonely for his service to the British; in return Genera



Clinton expected the surrender of a sizable Anerican force.
In a coded nessage to André dated July 11, 1779 Arnold
outlined that whether the war ended by the sword or by treaty,
he expected to be paid 10,000 British pounds. As further
evi dence of his continued cooperation in this endeavor Arnold
of fered additional valuable intelligence concerning Anerican
troop strength, mlitia turnout, and arny supply depot
| ocati ons.?

What was it that drove Benedict Arnold to treason?
By numerous accounts he was an acconplished battlefield
general, a visibly brave | eader who led fromthe front, and a
polished tactician. Few Anerican |eaders had the skill or
experience of Arnold, and fewer still were held in higher
regard by George Washi ngton, the Comrander-in-Chief. So what
caused Benedict Arnold to turn to the British? Mst sources
that address Arnold’ s treason provide numerous contributory
reasons for his actions. Throughout all of these accounts
there are two that are consistent and nost accurate; the need
for money to maintain his lifestyle, and the personal slights
and affronts dealt Arnold by contenporary and senior officers
as well as the Massachusetts Congress, the Continental

Congress, and the Council of Pennsylvania. These were the two

! Billias, George. Washington’s Generals and Opponents (New Y ork: DeCapo Press, 1994), 186.
2 Randall, Willard Stern. Benedict Arnold: Patriot and Traitor. (New York: Quill/Morrow, 1990), 474.



primary causal factors that notivated Benedict Arnold the
traitor.

That Arnold needed noney to maintain his |avish
lifestyle there was no doubt. Wile Commandant of
Phi | adel phi a he had net and nmarri ed Peggy Shi ppen, daughter of
a promnent local jurist. He had also purchased the hone of
General Sir WIIliam Howe, ninety-six acre Munt Pleasant.?

And | astly, Arnold was known for extravagant entertai nment and
a taste for the finer things inlife. Al of these things
requi red noney, noney that he did not readily possess.

More significantly however, Benedict Arnold truly
bel i eved that he was the innocent victimof nunerous personal
and professional slights and affronts. Fromhis early
expedition to Ticonderoga where he incited Ethan Allen and the
Green Mountain Boys, to Saratoga where he needl ed and provoked
Ceneral Horatio Gates, and to Phil adel phia where he was court -
martial ed, Arnold appeared to have a knack for attracting
these slights and affronts. But Arnold could never admt that
his irascible, provocative personality mght be at fault. 1In
fact, personal introspection was not Arnold s strong suit.
Eventual Iy, his habitual avoidance of introspection becane

pat hol ogical. He would admt no failing and take no

3 Arts and Entertainment Video. Benedict Arnold: Triumph and Treason. (New York A&E Television
Networks, 1996).



responsibility for his problems.* The nost significant
affront to Arnold, however, cane fromthe very pen of the
Continental Oficer he nost respected, his Commander-in- Chief.
On April 6, 1780 Washi ngton issued his own verdict on Benedi ct
Arnold (resulting froma court-martial for his inappropriate
conduct while MIlitary Commandant of Phil adel phia)®,
publishing it in his general orders for the day, to be

di stributed throughout the arny and pi cked up by newspapers:

The Commander-in- Chi ef woul d have been

much happier in an occasi on of bestow ng
commendations on an officer who had rendered
such di stingui shed services to his country
as Major Ceneral Arnold; but in the present
case, a sense of duty and a regard to candor
oblige himto declare that he considers his
conduct in the instance of the pernmt a
peculiarly reprehensible, both in a civil
and mlitary view, and in the affairs of

t he wagons as inprovident and i nproper.®

Though there were many contributory factors that
Arnold allowed to push himtoward treason at West Point, none
was greater or nore profound than this open reprimand by
CGeorge Washington. It was this pronouncenent that seal ed

Benedict Arnold s fate. By late spring of 1780 Arnold had

decided to defect to the British side, and had set his sights

4 Brandt, Clare. The Man inthe Mirror: A Life of Benedict Arnold. (New Y ork: Random House, 1994),
113.

® Arnold was accused of inappropriate issuance of passes, and misuse of government property for personal
use/gain.
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on West Point as the vehicle for that defection. On August 1,
1780 Washi ngton offered Arnold conmand of the left wing of his
Arny’, yet Arnold did not accept the gracious offer; instead
he pushed for command of West Point. Two days |ater
Washi ngton ordered Arnold to proceed to West Point to take
over command there.®

The di e had now been cast. Not only was Arnold
prepared to defect to the British side, but he was also in
command of West Point and nost of the territory along the
Hudson south to New York City — this was truly enticing bait
to the British. As Arnold set about weakening the defenses of
the fort, Major André departed from New York on 20 Septenber
to meet with Arnold and finalize their plans for the fort’s
surrender. Forced by unforeseen events to return by foot to
the British lines, André was captured and turned over to
Ameri can authorities when he was found with a pass, signed by
Arnol d, and docunents for Cinton witten by Arnold. Arnold,
crafty and lucky as ever, was warned of André’ s capture and
escaped in tinme to board the sanme sloop, “Vulture”, which had

carried André to their neeting. Mjor André was subsequently

® Randall, 494.
" Washington's Army in the New Y ork-New Jersey area.
8 Randall, 517.
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hanged as a spy, and Benedict Arnold defected to serve the

British.®

1. Introduction and Thesi s

From Sept enber of 1780 and his failed attenpt to
surrender West Point to the British, the nanme Benedict Arnold
has been synonynmous with “traitor”. Anmerican |egend,
hi stori cal accounts, and even school textbooks are replete
with stories of Benedict Arnold s dastardly treasonous deeds.
And all of these accounts are true, or at |east based in
truth. Benedict Arnold was a traitor — the nost infanous
traitor in Anerican history. Arnold was conpensated well for
his treasonous act; the British comm ssioned hima Brigadier
Ceneral, but even they never truly trusted him George
Washi ngton, Arnold’ s greatest chanpion in success, becane his
greatest detractor after his treason; he decreed that the nane
Benedi ct Arnold woul d never be nentioned again in anything
witten about the Arny or the country.!°

And so, Benedict Arnold’ s many contributions to the cause
of American |Independence have been overshadowed by his treason
and that unfortunately has becone his |legacy. Yet there is so

much nore to Benedict Arnold s |egacy that predates his

% Billias, 187
10 A& E Video.



treason at West Point — so nuch nore that is deserving of
proper attention. Biographies, histories, and legend fail to
account for Arnold s positive contributions. At best they
grudgingly admt that, though foreordained to becone the
Ameri can Judas, Arnold was able to contribute, if only in a
m nor way, to the cause of independence. According to
historian Wllard Wallace, in an essay entitled “Benedi ct
Arnol d: Traitorous Patriot”:

Until his (Benedict Arnold' s) act of treason,

men were always divided in their opinions of

him after it, his countrymen were unani nous
in conderming him Because of the disgrace

into which he fell, his contributions to the
patri ot cause have often been forgotten or
i gnor ed. !

This paper is not intended to be an Arnold apol ogy, nor
is it intended to condone or mtigate Arnold s treasonous
acts. Either would be inpossible, and dubi ous acts of
scholarship at best. Neither will this paper attenpt to bury
Arnol d’s treason in and anpongst exanples of patriotismor
battl efi el d general ship. The account of his treason was
t houghtfully and purposefully placed up front, for it was and
is the single-nost studied aspect of Benedict Arnold s life.
But now that it has been exposed and comented on, it wll not

be nmenti oned again.
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What has been | ost, m sconstrued, or ignored since
Septenber 1780 are the significant contributions that Benedi ct
Arnol d made to the cause of the Anerican | ndependence. From
his Captaincy in the Connecticut Mlitia in 1775 to his
pronmotion to Major General after chasing the Redcoats from
Danbury, Connecticut, Arnold was one of the keystones of the
Anmerican cause. He was a rebel, a patriot, a suprenely brave
battl efield conmander, and George Washington’s nost favored
general. But beyond those accol ades, Benedict Arnold was “no
bit actor but a nmarquee perfornmer in establishing the
conditions that ultimately brought victory to the Anmerican

n 12

cause. Benedi ct Arnold was key to Anerican success in the

Revol utionary War

L1 Early life of a Patriot

Benedi ct (from Latin neaning “blessed”) Arnold V was born
January 14, 1741, to Benedict Arnold IIl and his w fe Hannah.
Benedi ct was one of only two Arnold children that survived
chi | dhood; four other Arnold siblings died at birth, or
shortly thereafter. |In fact Benedict Arnold V was naned for
an earlier Benedict who had died in infancy. Young Benedict V

was al so nanmed for his father and he was the hope for

11 pirs
Billias, 163.
12 Martin, James Kirby. Benedict Arnold: Revolutionary Hero. (New York: NYU Press, 1997), Preface.
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fulfillment of his father’s worldly anmbitions. Little did his
father suspect, or ever conme to know, how ironically his hopes
woul d be realized.!?

Thr oughout his chil dhood and early adult life at study,
wor k, and play young Benedict Arnold would | earn many of the
| essons that would stand himin good stead as a revol utionary
hero. First and forenost young Benedict | earned the precepts
and teachings of his parents’ Puritan Church, and the rules of
accept abl e behavior. Wen Benedict’s father, “Captain
Arnol d”, was not at sea or working his nercantile business, he
was actively engaged in raising and rearing his children.

When he was absent, his wife was the primary instructor.
Hannah Arnol d taught young Benedict to “keep a steady watch
over your thoughts, words and actions,” and to “be dutiful to
superiors, obliging to equals, and affable to inferiors if any
such there be. Al ways choose that your conpani ons be your
betters, that by their exanple you mght learn.”

Young Benedict’s parents taught himto respect his place,
yet they al so encouraged himto aimhigh in seeking the favor
of patrons who m ght recognize his nerits and assist himin
advancing to truly honorable stations.'* And this |ast
statenent would cone very close to describing many of Arnold' s

early patrons and |l ater senior officers - none nore so than

13 Martin, 18.
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CGeneral George Washington. Despite what has been | ost or
stricken from factual historical account, revolutionary

| eaders such as General Horatio Gates, Philip Schuyler, and
CGeorge Washington, all recognized Benedict Arnold’ s nerit and
did help to advance his career at particul ar stages.

Beyond that described above the three nobst inportant
characteristics that Benedict Arnold learned in his early life
in Norwi ch Towmm and New Haven, were bravery, |eadership, and
seamanshi p. These three characteristics would be hall marks of
Arnol d’ s brief career as a revolutionary patriot and hero.

Bravery was literally thrust upon Benedict Arnold; it was
not sonething he needed to | earn from books and | essons.
Gowing up in New England in the m d-seventeenth century any
young boy was faced with numerous threats; Benedict was no
exception to this. Fromwthin, his famly was beset by
personal and professional hardship. As nmentioned earlier, he
and his sister Hannah were the only two of six Arnold children
to survive nunerous diseases and illnesses. At the age of
twel ve, while he attended private school at Canterbury,
Arnold’ s entire famly was stricken with yellow fever. By the
follow ng year two of his three sisters had died. Wen

Benedict was thirteen his father’s nercantil e busi ness, which

14 Martin, 19.
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had been faltering for a decade, finally collapsed.!® The end
results of these famly hardshi ps were several: the Arnold
famly could no | onger afford Benedict’s education at
Canterbury; his father, “Captain Arnold” |apsed into severe

al coholism and Benedi ct becane nore rebellious and visibly
bol der and braver.

As Benedi ct grew bol der and braver, |ocal |egends were
replete with accounts of his deeds: sneaking aboard a | ocal
ship, clinmbing the rigging and diving into the water; junping
onto the bl ades of a spinning waterwheel at the m |l above the
town falls and riding it as it plunged underwater; running and
j unpi ng over | oaded wagons on Norwich Town’s main street; and
stealing barrels of tar fromthe |ocal waterfront and setting
a Thanksgi ving Day bonfire blaze. Upon being caught by the
town constable for setting the bonfire, young Arnold
chal l enged himand threatened to thrash him until he was
subdued.® Al of these above accounts hel p describe
Benedi ct’s bold, reckless, and brazen young nature. As well,
they were evidence of his bravery and athletic prowess. Yet
beyond the stunts of a young teenage boy there was little
ot her opportunity or outlet for Arnold s bravery.

Arnold’ s first real opportunity canme in 1751 when French

| ed I ndians invaded the Chanplain Valley and rai ded sout h,

15 Randall, 24-28.
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capturing Fort WIlliam Henry and nmassacring its garrison of
fifteen hundred. Benedict joined Norwi ch troops who marched
in support of the fort. But by the tinme the troops arrived at
Fort WIlliamHenry the alarmwas over. Despite seeing no
action Arnold had received his first taste of Arny life and he
found it nmuch nore interesting than life in Norw ch Town.

This early enthusiasmled Arnold to twi ce again head off and
enlist to join British efforts against the French in northern
New York. It was during these enlistnments that he first saw
Fort Ti conderoga and Al bany from a soldier’s perspective.
Wiile there, he inpressed his fellow soldiers with his
abilities of shooting, westling, and marchi ng w t hout
fatigue.’

Throughout these early years, the art of |eadership was
al so bred into Benedict Arnold. As a boy and young man he was
bi gger, stronger, and nore athletic than nost of his
conpatriots. This nade hima natural |eader. Fromthe |oca
| ndi ans, he | earned the skills of the forest, which also
contributed to his | eadership devel opnent; he |learned to hunt,
fish, paddle a canoe, and to stalk forest wildlife. He even
| earned to slip into Indian garb and to adopt their habits.!®

Al of these skills would serve himwel|l as a | eader in the

16 Randall, 29.
17 Randall, 33.
18 Randall, 28.
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forests and woods of New York, Vernont, Maine and Canada.
Later, in 1775, Benedict Arnold would join the Connecticut
MIlitia and be el ected as Captain of the New Haven Conpany.

Lastly, and not | east inportant, young Benedict Arnold
woul d | earn the skills of seamanship fromhis father “Captain
Arnol d.” Throughout his formative years he spent nuch tine on
the waters around Connecticut. Wth his father, during the
summer nonths, he would learn the skills of the sea. He |oved
t hose summer voyages and all his life he would prefer the
danger and freedom of shipboard life. These skills would
serve himwell as a successful nerchant, during which tinmes he
sail ed back and forth to the Caribbean in the south and north
to Nova Scotia, Newfoundl and, the St. Lawence River, Quebec
(Gty), and Montreal. These northern cities and rivers that
he came to know as a nerchant sailor, he would later cone to
know wel | as a revol utionary soldier and | eader.?!®

Wth these primary traits of bravery, |eadership, and
seamanshi p, as well as many other experiences, Benedict Arnold
was well prepared for a | eadership role in the Revol utionary
War. And so, when the first shots of the war rang out at
Lexi ngton and Concord, Captain Benedict Arnold, of the
Connecticut MIlitia was nore than ready to do his patriotic

part.

19
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In the year 1775 it did not take Benedict Arnold long to
enploy his patriotic services in support of the Anerican
Revol ution. As nentioned earlier, in the spring of that year

he was el ected a Captain in the Connecticut Mlitia. More

19 Randall, 28 and 41.



specifically, he conmanded the Governor’s 2"9 Conpany of
Guards. Wen word of the exchange at Lexington and Concord
reached Arnold he quickly called together his mlitianmen and
prepared themto march to Massachusetts. However, the town
council| of New Haven, having voted for tenporary neutrality on
this i ssue, was not prepared to i ssue gunpowder and ot her
needed supplies to Captain Arnold and his nen. After several
attenpts to gain the keys to the | ocal powder nmgazi ne, Arnold
excl aimed to Col onel Woster and all wthin earshot, “None but
al mi ghty God shall prevent my marching!”?° And with that he
obtai ned the key to the nmagazine, supplied his nen, and set
out for Massachusetts.

Upon reachi ng Boston, Arnold and his nmen found things
surprisingly inactive for Anerican troops around the siege
lines of the city. Knowi ng that the young arny was in need of
artillery with which to engage the British, and anxi ous as
ever to get involved, Arnold petitioned the Massachusetts
Commttee of Safety. Fromhis earlier enlistnments and
activities in northern New York he was well aware of the state
of Fort Ticonderoga. He knew that the Fort was well|l equi pped
with artillery and other supplies, and that it was lightly
defended. He petitioned the commttee and asked that he m ght

| ead an expedition to capture the fort and its artillery. On

20 Martin, 63.
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2 May his expedition was authorized and he was naned a Col one
in the Massachusetts service.?!

Though Arnold’ s plan to take Ticonderoga was a bold and
sound one, he was not the only patriot with Ticonderoga in his
sights. By the time Arnold had recruited nen to head north
with him a group from Connecticut, under Captain Edward Mott
had al so been conm ssioned. And when both of these forces
neared Ti conderoga, on the Vernont side of the New York-
Vernont border, they also found Ethan Allen and his G een
Mount ai n Boys ready to take the fort. Despite possessing
authority from Massachusetts and a Col onel’s conm ssi on,
Arnol d could not west command of the expedition away from
Ethan Allen. Allen was keen to | ead the expedition hinself,
and the “Green Muuntain Boys” would not fight under Benedi ct
Arnol d, or anyone other than Allen. Attenpting to placate the
fum ng and duly conmm ssioned Arnold, Allen invited himto take
a place at the head of the colum as a volunteer officer.
Havi ng cone so far and determned to participate, Arnold
agreed to do so. He would join the attackers, but only to see
to the execution of his primary m ssion to secure the
artillery and material for the patriot arny back in

Massachusetts. 22
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On 10 May the expedition set out to attack Ti conderoga.
By all accounts, it did not take long for Allen and his nen to
secure the fort, with Benedict Arnold |ooking on. |In fact
nost estimates were that it took Iess than half an hour to
secure the fort. To add to the success at Ticonderoga, on 12
May Seth Warner, one of Ethan Allen’s subordinate | eaders,
seized the British Fort at Crown Point.

Though the expedition had not worked out as Benedi ct
Arnol d had planned, he had seen to his mssion’s
acconpl i shnent. Despite wangling over conmand and
unpr of essi onal treatnent and di srespect at the hands of the
Green Mountai n Boys, Ticonderoga and Crown Point were in
American hands. Together these two forts yielded
approxi mately 200 artillery pieces, 100 of which were in fully
usabl e condition. Eventually fifty-seven of these pieces
woul d be haul ed back to Boston and enpl aced by George
Washi ngton at Dorchester Hei ghts, overl ooking Boston fromthe
south. The om nous presence of these weapons convinced the
British Army to evacuate Boston and retreat to Canada in the
spring of 1776.2° In this way Benedict Arnold, at |east
indirectly, had contributed to force the British Arny to
retreat to Canada. It would not be the last tine that Arnold

woul d acconplish this feat, helping to save the young
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Revol ution frompremature failure. |In fact, the next tine
Arnol d woul d acconplish this feat would be later in the com ng
mont hs of 1776, as w nter approached northern New York and

Lake Chanpl ai n.

| nvasi on of Canada

To the Anericans, under the mlitary | eadership of
CGeneral George Washington and the political |eadership of the
Conti nental Congress, the invasion of Canada seenmed a sound
i dea. Though they had failed politically to gain the support
of the French in Canada previously, a mlitary invasion would
elimnate a British base of operations at the head of the
famliar invasion route along the |ake and river chain joining
the St. Lawence and the Hudson Rivers. |In late June of 1775,
t he Continental Congress instructed Major General Philip
Schuyl er, head of the American Northern Departnent in Al bany,
New York, to take possession of Canada. Wth a force of 2,000
men recruited from New York and Connecticut, Brigadier Genera
Ri chard Mont gonery (Schuyl er’s subordi nate) set out from Fort
Ti conderoga in Septenber to take Montreal. To forma second
prong of the Canadi an invasi on, Washi ngton detached a force of

1,100 nen under Col onel Benedict Arnold to proceed up the

2 Martin, 73.
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Kennebec River in Miine, and down the Chaudiere River to join
up with Montgomery at Quebec.??

To state that this invasion was a two-pronged attack
inplies a degree of coordination between Montgonery and Arnol d
that really did not exist. Though Washi ngton had i nforned
CGeneral Schuyler of Arnold s intended novenents, there was no
di rect coordination between Arnold and Montgonery. This |ack
of coordination woul d eventual |y be denonstrated at Quebec.

Mont gonery’ s force successfully, but slowy, advanced
north over Lake George, Lake Chanplain, and the Richelieu
River. Seriously delayed by the British at Fort St. Johns,
Mont gonmery captured Montreal on November 13. Meanwhil e,
Arnold and his force made its way through the Maine w | derness
to the outskirts of Quebec. Arnold s march through the rugged
wi | derness was the stuff of |egend and greatly contributed to
his reputation for bravery and | eadership. It was here and at
Quebec that he first entered historical accounts as a
revol utionary hero. H's march, however, also had a
detrinmental effect on his force. O the 1,100 troops he began
the | egendary march with, only 600 nen crossed the St.

Lawr ence River on 13 Novenber, encanping on the Pl ains of
Abraham British forces refused to accept battle in the open

out si de Quebec and wall ed thensel ves off inside the city.

24 Center of Military History, U S Army, Washington, DC. The War of the American Revolution. 1992, 33.
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Arnold’ s force withdrew to Point aux Trenbles, to the south
west of Quebec, and was joined there by Montgonery and 300 of
his men.?°

At this point Arnold and Montgomery had to nake a
critical decision. They were nowin the final nonth of 1775.
As was customary practice in the Continental Arny, yearly
enlistments would end on 31 Decenber. Fully half of their
force was due to |l eave the Arny at year’s end. They had
several options available to them They could have nmade their
way back down the St. Lawrence River to Montreal and awaited
spring. They could also have retreated back to Fort
Ti conderoga. Yet owing to the zeal and aggressive spirit of
both officers they decided to attack Quebec at the first
veil ed opportunity. On the night of Decenber 30, in a raging
blizzard, Montgomery and Arnol d attacked.

Fromthe very start of the attack things went badly.
First, an American deserter tipped the British off to the
i npendi ng attack. Mntgonery fell nortally wounded al nost
i medi ately, and his second in command failed to press the
attack, and turned back. Arnold drove furiously against the
British but went down with a bullet to the I eg. Daniel Mrgan
continued on gallantly in his stead, but |acking the know edge

of the Quebec streets that Arnold had, he was eventually

5 Center of Military History, 34.
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forced to surrender. ?®

Though Arnold’s force continued to
harass Quebec at his direction, they could not do so
effectively. In June of 1776 Arnold’'s force retreated back to
Cr own Poi nt .

Though in the end the invasion of Quebec was a failure,
Benedi ct Arnold received great praise for his actions. As
mentioned earlier, his trek through the Maine w | derness
becanme a story of great |egend, al beit perhaps sonewhat
exaggerat ed. From General Washington he received effusive
congratul ations and the offer of a new command. The
Conti nental Congress unani nously pronoted himto the rank of
Bri gadi er General. And so, as early as January of 1776,
Benedi ct Arnold was being extolled as a revolutionary hero, a

brave | eader of great renown, and a selfless patriot. Next,

he was to gain acclaimon the waters of Lake Chanpl ain.

Lake Chanpl ai n

As the remainder of the Canadi an invasion force retreated
back to Isle aux Noi x and down Lake Chanplain to Crown Point,
the Northern Departnent | eadership, including Generals
Schuyl er, Gates, and Arnold, considered Ceneral Carleton's
possi bl e courses of action. Wat they correctly surm sed was

that Carleton (Commander-in-Chief of British forces in Canada)

26 Billias, 122 and 123.
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intended to nake his way south during the |ate sunmer and
early fall. If Carleton were able to control Lake Chanpl ain,
and subsequently seize the forts at Crown Point and

Ti conderoga, then he woul d have successfully set the stage for
a junction with General Howe’' s forces noving north from New
York City (General Howe was then Commander-in-Chief of British
forces in Anerica). |In fact, as the future would prove, this
was to becone the crux of General Burgoyne’ s Northern Canpaign
of 1777. But Burgoyne’ s canpaign was nore than a year off.
First, the rebel forces of General Schuyler’s Northern
Departnment had to deal with General Carleton and his intended
novenent south in the [ate summer of 1776.

General Schuyl er and his subordi nate commanders wel |
understood the inplications of Carleton gaining access to the
Hudson River, south of Lake Chanplain and the city of Al bany.
To avoid such a junction, Carleton had to be resisted, del ayed
and, if at all possible, stopped.?” In order to acconplish
this General Schuyler, with advice fromhis subordinate
commander s, set about planning for a defense of the Lake
Chanpl ai n- Hudson River region. Integral to this plan would be
the newly pronoted Brigadi er General Benedict Arnold. Having
proven hinself a dauntless field conmander to both Generals

Schuyl er and Gates through his efforts during the invasion of
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Canada, Arnold was awarded two significant positions of
responsibility for the com ng actions. Having been placed in
command of Fort Ticonderoga and its surroundi ng environs,
CGeneral Horatio Gates qui ckly assigned Arnold as conmander of
his first brigade, and then subsequently al so nanmed him
commander of the Lake Chanplain naval fleet. As General Gates

reported to Congress:

Arnold (who is perfectly skilled in mari -
time affairs) has nost notably undertaken
to command our fleet upon the lake. Wth
infinite satisfaction, |I have commtted

t he whol e of that departnment to his care,
convinced he will thereby add to that
brilliant reputation he has so deservedly
acquired. 28

As Lord Germain’s (British Secretary of Anerican Affairs)
instructions to Carleton would reveal, the Northern
Departnent’s | eaders had surm sed British intentions
correctly. Germain had witten Carleton that once the King' s
force had driven the rebel forces from Canada, Carleton was to
“endeavor to pass the |l akes as early as possible, and in your
future progress to contribute to the success of the Arny under
General Howe.”2?® And so, General Arnold at Skenesborough

(near Ticonderoga) and General Carleton at St. Johns

27 Martin, 225.
28 Martin, 237.
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(imediately north of Lake Chanplain) diligently set about
constructing naval fleets for the com ng engagenents on Lake
Chanplain. By late August both fleets neared conpletion. By
this time the rebel fleet consisted of three schooners — Royal
Savage, Liberty and Revenge, the sloop Enterprise, four |arge
row gal |l eys and eight or nine smaller gondolas — about sixteen
or seventeen craft in all. |In contrast the nmuch nore
formdable British fleet then consisted of three schooners —
Maria, Carleton and the Loyal Convert, the radeau Thunderer,
twenty small gunboats and four |ongboats — twenty eight craft
inall. Captain Thomas Pringle of the Royal Navy commanded
the British naval contingent.?3°

Despite the fact that his inexperienced fleet was
ostensibly snmaller than the British fleet, the bold and
t enaci ous “Conmodore Arnold” was to gain the critical elenent
of surprise. Arnold s plan was to engage the British fleet,
in pieceneal fashion, from prepared and conceal ed positions
west of Val cour Island. As the British fleet sailed south
past the eastern edge of Val cour they would be forced to turn
west and attack Arnold’ s crescent shaped fornmation head-on.

Arnol d s plan counted on the fact that he could engage the

| arger British fleet in pieceneal fashion rather than engage

29 Martin, 272.
30 Dupuy and Dupuy. An Outline History of the American Revolution. (New Y ork: Harper and Row,
1975), 56-57.



the entire fleet at once. It was a daring plan that mnim zed
Arnol d’ s weakness and placed Carleton’s fleet at a
di sadvant age. 3!

Arnold set sail with his available vessels on 24 August
and took up an initial position at Wndm ||l Point, at the
mout h of Lake Chanplain. Fromthere he would nove to his
i ntended positions west of Valcour Island. Wen Carleton
| earned of Arnold s presence at Wndm || Point he hesitated.
In fact, he did nore than hesitate; he stalled his operation
for an entire nonth. This would prove to be an inval uable
delay for the rebel forces. Unsure of the decisive
superiority of his forces, Carleton decided to keep his entire
fl eet at anchor until yet another vessel, the 180-ton sl oop
I nfl exi ble, could be reassenbled at St. John. Twenty-eight
days later, on 4 Cctober, well into the fall season in
northern New York, Carleton and his fleet set sail fromSt.
Johns. By this tine, Arnold and his fleet were in place at
Val cour and itching for a fight.?3?

As Arnol d had expected, the British fleet did arrive
pi eceneal. It was not until the | ead vessels of the British
fleet cleared the southern tip of Val cour Island that they

di scovered Arnold’ s waiting fleet. What ensued was a fierce

31 MHQ (Military Historical Quarterly): The Quarterly Journal of Military History. (Leesburg, VA,
Winter, 2002), 91.
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naval gun battle that would | ast nost of the day of Cctober
11. The larger British vessels were unable to turn agai nst
the wind in the direction of Arnold s fleet. The schooner
Carl eton and the British gunboats made their way to within
about 350 yards of Arnold' s force. Arnold concentrated
Anerican fire on the Carleton effectively and eventually it
had to be towed fromthe fight. Late in the day Inflexible
managed to make her way against the wind into close range, and
devastated the Anmerican vessels with full broadsides. This
was the turning point of the Battle of Val cour. Soon the
British disengaged fromthe fight and anchored for the night
across the channel .33

That evening, taking stock of his situation, Arnold
deci ded to take advantage of the ensuing fog, favorable w nds,
and a gap in the British anchorage, and quietly escaped south
during the night with his remaining vessels. Wen the fog
l[ifted in the norning Carleton and Pringle found the Val cour
channel enpty. Carleton then ordered imedi ate pursuit of the
rebel fleet. On 13 Cctober Carleton, Maria and Inflexible
caught up to Washi ngton and Congress. Washi ngton soon struck
its colors, but Arnold, aboard Congress, put up a valiant
fight. For two hours Congress engaged the three British

vessels off Split Rock. Wen Arnold could do nothing nore, he

33 Dupuy and Dupuy, 58.



shepherded his four remaining gondol as and Congress into

Ferris Bay on the Vernont side of Lake Chanplain. Al five
remai ni ng vessels were beached and burned. Arnold then |ed
the survivors overland to Crown Point and subsequently on to

Fort Ti conderoga. 3

V. The Aftermath of Val cour

After Arnold returned safely to Ticonderoga, on 26
Cct ober General Gates placed himin charge of all forces
assigned to the redoubts north of the fort, the point at which
any ensuing British assault force would likely attack first.?3®
That attack, however, never materialized. Due to the |ateness
in the year, and unsure of his ability to take Ti conderoga,
Carl eton decided to return his force to Canada, and departed
up Lake Chanpl ain by the beginning of Novenber. Carleton
could justifiably sail back to Canada confortable in the fact
that he had defeated the rebel navy on Lake Chanplain. But,
he had really acconplished little el se.

In contrast the arny of the Northern Departnent, and
Benedi ct Arnold nore specifically, had acconplished nuch nore

than their intended m ssion. As discussed earlier, Arnold had

resi sted, delayed, and altogether stopped Carleton’s novenent
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south, and delayed a junction with Howe's forces until at

| east the summer of 1777. But the intangible results of
Arnold’ s efforts were nuch nore significant. Despite the |oss
on Lake Chanplain, Arnold s nen had proven that they could be
form dabl e opponents to the British. This gave great
confidence to the soldiers and | eaders of the Northern
Departnent. This swell of enthusiasm would not, however, be
limted to the Northern Departnment. |In fact Arnold s exploits
on Lake Chanplain and the retreat of Carleton’s fleet to
Canada woul d greatly bolster the Arerican recruiting effort
for 1777. By the time Burgoyne’'s forces would sail down Lake
Chanplain in the late sumrer of 1777 they would nmeet a much
nore sizable, capable, and tenacious force at Fort

Ti conderoga, and | ater at Saratoga. And finally, of course,
Arnol d’s actions on Lake Chanplain would only fuel the fire of
his growing | egend as an Anmerican hero and patriot. Conbi ned
with his exploits to conme at Fort Schuyler (Stanw x) and
Saratoga, Arnold' s efforts in Quebec and on Lake Chanpl ai n
woul d greatly contribute to the cause of Anmerican

i ndependence. Arguably, these contributions were greater than
those of any other rebel |eader, save that of Ceorge

Washi ngt on hi nsel f.
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I n February of the new year (1777) the Continental
Congress nmet to vote on selection of Major Generals for the
Continental Arny. After his actions in Quebec and on Lake
Chanpl ain Arnold certainly should have been selected. By any
criteria he was certainly one of the top two Brigadier
Cenerals in the Arny, and he and Brigadi er General David
Wboster, also from Connecticut, were the senior brigadiers.
To both Arnol d s and Washington’s surprise Arnold was not
sel ected for pronotion to Major CGeneral. In response,

Washi ngt on urged caution fromArnold and that he do not hi ng
rash. But Arnold, wanting to preserve his good nanme and
reputation, left for Philadel phia and Congress to attenpt to
correct the situation. He traveled to Phil adel phia by way of
New Haven, where he stopped to visit his sister Hannah and his
t hr ee boys.

While he was in New Haven the British | anded near Norwal k
and raided a major Anerican supply depot at Danbury. Despite
his current wanglings with Congress and his own thoughts of
resignation, Arnold helped to raise the |ocal countryside and
harassed the eneny’s withdrawal. He |ost one horse, had
anot her wounded, and was al nost captured and killed. For his
selfless efforts Congress, on 2 May, pronoted Arnold to Mjor
Ceneral, but they did not restore his seniority. Because of

this argunment over seniority Arnold resigned his comm ssion in



July. But on the day Arnold penned his resignation,

Washi ngton recommended Arnold to help General Schuyler (of the
Nort hern Department) arrest Burgoyne’s invasion of New York,
from Canada. Arnold was only too happy for the opportunity —
he suspended his resignation and headed north to fanme and

glory.3®

Map #2, General Area of Upstate New York
Nort hern Departnment Battles during 1777
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VI. Relief at Fort Schuyler (Fort Stanw x)

I n August of 1777 British General John Burgoyne’s forces,
after having taken Fort Ticonderoga with ease, were slowy
mar chi ng toward Al bany. There they hoped to affect a juncture
with General Howe’s forces noving up the Hudson from New York
City, and Colonel Barry St. Leger’s forces noving down the
Mohawk Valley from Lake Ontario. Thus far Burgoyne’ s’ plan
was bei ng executed successfully. Though harassed every step
of the way by Schuyler’s hit and run del aying tactics,

Bur goyne was naki ng progress south.

St. Leger and his forces, a second prong of Burgoyne’'s
attack plan, had placed Fort Schuyl er under siege on 2 August.
After Fort Schuyl er had been under siege for two weeks General
Schuyl er received word of the siege. Not wanting to weaken
his own forces in the face of General Burgoyne’s advance
Schuyl er was hesitant to dispatch a relief force to Fort
Schuyler. Yet Schuyler also knewthat if St. Leger conti nued
east down the Mohawk Valley to Al bany, British forces from
both the north and west would confront him And so, against
t he advice of many of his officers, Schuyler decided to send a
relief force. He queried his brigadiers for a volunteer.
Always up to a challenge and seeing that no on el se woul d

vol unteer, Major Ceneral Arnold stepped up to lead the relief
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expedition. A nunber of volunteers - nearly a thousand - were
eager to join the force under Arnold’ s able |eadership.?’

On 23 August Arnold and his thousand-man col um,
rei nforced by approxi mately one hundred Tryon County
mlitianmen, departed Fort Dayton, east of Fort Schuyler. Only
ten mles into the march Arnold received word froma nessenger
that a clever ruse he had enpl oyed had worked; that the siege
of Fort Schuyler had been |ifted, and St. Leger and his force
had retreated back toward Lake Ontari o.

Knowi ng that his force was certainly out-nmanned and out -
gunned, and understandi ng the I ndian m ndset through much
experience with them Arnold had sent a well-known | ocal half-
wit and an Indian guide in advance to Fort Schuyler. In
exchange for clenmency fromhis sentence of death for inciting
| ocal British |oyalist support, Arnold sent Hon Yost Schuyl er
and his Indian guide to warn St. Leger and his force of the
mar ching relief colum.

Hon Yost and his Indian counterpart fulfilled their
obligation telling St. Leger and his men of the approaching,

vastly superior relief colum. Wrd that the colum was "as
nunerous as the | eaves on the trees” and | ed by none other

than the "Dark Eagle" hinmself, St. Leger’s Indians deserted

37 Ward, Christopher. The War of the Revolution. (New Y ork: The Macmillan Company, 1952), 489-490.
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him Wth little other choice left to him St. Leger struck
canp and headed back to Canada.3®

In causing St. Leger’s force to flee the Mohawk Val |l ey
wi thout a shot fired, Arnold had deprived General Burgoyne of
one prong of his attack on Al bany. Subsequently Arnold
returned to the American canp north of Albany with his force

of one thousand nmen conpletely intact.

VI1. Saratoga — The Deci sive Battle

Upon returning from Fort Schuyl er Arnold was appraised
t hat Burgoyne’s CGerman forces had been soundly defeated at the
Battl e of Bennington. He also found that his forner patron,
CGeneral Horatio Gates, had replaced General Schuyler as
commander of the Northern Departnent. Though they had once
wor ked wel |l together it did not take long for trouble to
devel op between the defensive m nded Gates and the aggressive
and of fensive m nded Arnold. On 19 Septenber, at the first
battle of Saratoga, generally referred to as Freeman’'s Farm
Gates initially allowed Arnold to | ead sone troops on the left
wi ng agai nst the British and to engage themwell forward of
Gates’ prepared positions. Arnold, along with Col onel Dani el

Morgan’s riflemen, took a heavy toll of British officers and

38 Ward, 489-490.
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nmen. As the battle progressed, however, Gates denied Arnold
reinforcenents and restrained Arnold s initiative by ordering
hi m back to the main headquarters. Arnold was furious and
believed that if he had received the requested reinforcenents,
he coul d have delivered a decisive victory that day.>3°

After Freeman’'s Farmthe |ines remained stable and
relatively quiet for approximately three weeks. On 7 Cctober,
unsure of American dispositions, Ceneral Burgoyne sent out an
ill-fated “reconnai ssance in force.” On learning of the
British reconnai ssance m ssion General Gates sent out a
det achnent, including Colonel Mirgan's skilled riflenen. What
ensued was the second battle of Saratoga, commonly referred to
as Bem s Heights.

Havi ng been earlier stripped of his comand after
Freeman’s Farm for openly arguing with and verbally accosting
CGeneral Gates, Arnold sat sulking in his tent. Some accounts
relate that Gates had confined Arnold to his tent and that
perhaps Arnold had turned to the liquor bottle for confort and
reassurance. Be that as it nmay, the situation was too
intolerable for a battlefield commander |ike Arnold to sit
idly by as the battle raged on around him“°

News of the indecisive battle infuriated Arnold; he

ordered his horse prepared and rode off to the sound of the
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gunfire. H s appearance first startled and then exhil arated
the troops. Taking charge of a Connecticut brigade, Arnold
led themin two furious assaults and broke the eneny’s center.
When the British rallied, Arnold |l ed two nore brigades agai nst
the eneny lines but the British held fast. Arnold next
charged the Connecticut brigade again and swept a force of
Canadi ans and Indians in front of a powerful Gernan redoubt
(Breymann’s redoubt), guardi ng Burgoyne’s right flank. Arnold
then led Morgan’s riflenmen, with two reginents in support,

agai nst the German redoubt. Though the Germans fought hard,

t he redoubt finally crunbled under the force of Arnold s
attack. At the nonent of victory Arnold fell, severely
wounded in the sanme | eg he had nearly | ost at Quebec. Perhaps
nore than any other single officer, Arnold had been
responsi bl e for the Anerican victory that day.*

At Saratoga there stands a nonunment to Benedict Arnold' s
| eg (see Figure#l below), though the nonunment does not include
hi s name, perhaps owing to George Washington’s decree. The
inscription on the nonunent reads:

In menory of the nost brilliant warrior in the

Conti nental Arny who was desperately wounded

on this spot, the sally port of Burgoyne’s

Great (Western) Redoubt, 7'" Cctober 1777

wi nning for his countrynmen the Decisive Battle

of the Anerican Revol ution, and for hinself the
rank of Major General.

40 Center of Military History, 62.
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Fi gure#1. Monument to Arnold
at Sar at oga

The American victory at Saratoga on 7 Cctober signal ed
the end of Burgoyne's canpaign of 1777. On 17 Cctober
Burgoyne finally capitulated. |In February 1778, France
negotiated a treaty of alliance with the United States; an
alliance that was tantanount to a declaration of war against
Engl and. *> For Benedict Arnold, severely wounded at Saratoga,
his days of battlefield heroics and | eadership had drawn to a
close. After his recovery he would go on to serve, at the
request of George Washington, as the mlitary commandant of

Phi | adel phia and | ater as commander of West Point.
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VIT1l. Summary and Concl usi on

In the words of Lieutenant General David Pal ner (USA
Retired), former Commandant of the US MIlitary Acadeny at West
Point, “if the bullet that has passed through Benedi ct
Arnold’ s | eg at Saratoga had passed through his heart, he
woul d today be renowned as one of Anerica’ s greatest heroes.
There woul d be cities naned for him and a state called
Arnol d. %3

There is little doubt that Benedict Arnold was a
revolutionary hero, but his legacy is not that of hero, or
patriot; his legacy is that of traitor. Unfortunately, his
treasonous acts at West Point have condemmed himto such a
fate for tinme inmenorial. And yet a fair and honest
assessnent of Benedict Arnold s revolutionary exploits from
Fort Ticonderoga in 1775 to Saratoga in 1777, inclusive of his
actions at Quebec, Val cour, and Fort Schuyler, denonstrate
that he was in fact key to the success of the Anerican
Revol uti on.

Though Arnol d shared conmand of the invasion force with
Et han Allen, the seizing of Fort Ticonderoga in 1775 freed

needed artillery pieces for the siege of Boston. It was those

42 Center of Military History, 62.
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artillery pieces, enplaced at Dorchester Heights in South
Boston, that caused the British to retreat to Nova Scoti a.

Despite utter tactical defeat in the naval engagenent off
Val cour Island in the fall of 1776, Arnold proved that the
American nen of the Northern Departnent could certainly fight.
He al so successfully del ayed Carleton’s force | ong enough (an
entire nonth) to cause Carleton to retreat back to Canada in
Novenmber 1776. It was that delay and subsequent retreat that
proved to be a strategic victory for Arnold and the Northern
Arny. \When Carleton turned and headed back to Canada in
Novenber, that provided the Anerican Northern Departnent
al nrost nine full nonths to prepare and recruit for the com ng
British Canpaign of 1777. Wthout that tinme, it would have
been i npossible for either Schuyler or Gates to defeat
Burgoyne’ s invasion force at Saratoga.

Though the relief of Fort Schuyler (Fort Stanw x) was
acconplished without a shot fired, it was Benedict Arnold s
creativity and ingenuity that won the day. In causing St.
Leger to lift his siege and retreat back to Canada, Arnold
deprived Burgoyne of a supporting prong of his invasion force.
This left Burgoyne's force alone to attenpt to take Al bany and
the northern Hudson Valley area, but as we have seen, the

Battl es at Saratoga woul d prevent that.



Lastly, the Battles of Saratoga were Arnold’ s crowning
achi evenents. Despite being relegated to a secondary rol e by
Ceneral Gates, Arnold was able to significantly influence the
day’s fight at Freeman’s Farm Later, at Bem s Heights,
Arnold threw hinself into the fight with al nost reckless
abandon, rallying the troops, and | eadi ng nunmerous attacks
against the British positions. 1In |leading the crucial attack
on Breymann’s Redoubt, Arnold s efforts “won for his
countrymen the decisive battle of the Anerican Revolution.”
The Battles of Saratoga were decisive in and of thensel ves, as
t hey brought General Burgoyne’'s Canpaign of 1777 to a cl ose.
However, they were decisive in a grander sense as they brought
the French into the war against England. General Washi ngton
and other |eaders dared to hope that a decisive Anerican
victory mght bring the French openly into the war. That is
what Saratoga finally acconplished; and so, through his
exploits at Saratoga, Benedict Arnold was instrunental in
bringing France into the war.

Benedict Arnold’ s nane will always be synonynous wth
that of traitor, but his ultinmate contribution should be
renmenbered as that of “key to the success of the American

Revol uti on”.
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